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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-16, 22-37 and 43-46 in the reply 
filed on 12/27/04 is acknowledged. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 3/25/02, 2/9/03 have been 
considered by the examiner and made of record in the application file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 3. 6. 9, 10, 13. 16. 22-24, 27. 30, 31, 34, 37, 43-46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(e) as being unpatentable over Li (US 2002/0031107). 

As to claim 1, Li teaches a method for re-synchronization in a communication 
system (figure 7 and paragraph 0087-0090), the method comprising: 

detecting at a physical layer a need for handoff; and 

notifying higher layer about said detected need for handoff. 

As to claim 2, Li teaches the method as claimed in claim 1 (figure 6A-6C), further 
comprising: 
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determining parameters for processing a second broadcast channel transmitted 
from a second terminal; 

terminating processing of a first broadcast channel transmitted from a first 
terminal; and 

beginning processing of the second broadcast channel in accordance with said 
determined parameters. 

As to claim 3, Li teaches the method as claimed in claim 2 (figure 6A-6C), further 
comprises: 

adjusting outputting of a processed first broadcast channel transmitted from a 
first terminal in response to said beginning processing of the second broadcast channel. 

As to claim 6, Li teaches the method as claimed in claim 2, wherein said 
terminating processing of a first broadcast channel comprises: 

terminating processing of a first broadcast channel upon synchronizing the first 
broadcast channel and the second broadcast channel (figure 6A-6C). 

As to claim 9, Li teaches a method for re-synchronization in a communication 
system (figure 6A-6C), the method comprising: 

processing a first broadcast channel transmitted from a first terminal; 

determining parnmeters for processing a second broadcast channel transmitted 
from a second terminal; 

terminating processing of the first broadcast channel; and 

beginning processing of the second broadcast channel in accordance with said 
determined Parameters. 
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As to claim 10, the limitation of the claim is the same limitation of claim 3; 
therefore, the claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 13, the limitation of the claim is the same limitation of claim 6; 
therefore, the claim is interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 16, Li teaches the method as in claim 9, further comprising detecting 
at a physical layer a need for a handoff and notifying higher layer about said detected 
need for handoff (figure 7). 

As to claim 22, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 1 ; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 23, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 2; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 24, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 3; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 3. 

As to claim 27, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 6; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 6. 

As to claim 30, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 9; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 9. 

As to claim 31 , the claim is a mean for claim of claim 10; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 10. 

As to claim 34, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 13; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 13. 
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As to claim 37, the claim is a mean for claim of claim 16; therefore, claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 16. 

As to claim 43, the claim is an apparatus claim of claim 1 ; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 1 . 

As to claim 44, Li teaches the apparatus of claim 43, the device communicatively 
completed to the memory and capable of performing digital signal processing further 
includes initiating re- 
synchronization in accordance with said notifying (figure 7). 

As to claim 45, the claim is an apparatus claim of claim 2; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 2. 

As to claim 46, the claim is an apparatus claim of claim 9; therefore, the claim is 
interpreted and rejected as set forth as claim 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 5, 11, 12, 25, 26, 32, 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Li in view of Perivalwar (US 6,018,662). 

As to claims 4 and 5, Li teaches the method as claimed in claim 3, Li fails to 
teach adjusting outputting comprises reducing or increase a rate of outputting the 
processed first broadcast channel. 
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Periyalwar teaches the adjusting outputting comprises reducing or increase a rate of 
outputting the processed first broadcast channel (col.2, line 61 -col. 3, line 11). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the teaching of Periyalwar into the system of Li in order 
to optimize bandwidth utilization during the handoff. 

As to claims 1 1 and 12, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims 4 and 5; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as claims 
4 and 5. 

As to claims 25 and 26, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims 4 and 5; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as claims 
4 and 5. 

As to claims 32 and 33, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims Hand 12; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as 
claims 11 and 12. 

5. Claims 7. 8, 14, 15, 28, 29, 35, 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Li in view of Sato (US 2002/0031125). 

As to claims 7 and 8, Li teaches the method as in claim 6 wherein said 
synchronizing the first broadcast channel and the second broadcast channel. Li fails to 
teach identifying a common time stamp or a common sequence number in the first 
broadcast channel and the second broadcast channel. Sato teaches identifying a 
common time stamp or a common sequence number in the first broadcast channel and 
the second broadcast channel (paragraph 0010). Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
the teaching of Sato into the system of Li in order to synchronize transmission of 
broadcast stream during the handoff. 

As to claims 14 and 15, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims 7 and 8; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as claims 
7 and 8. 

As to claims 28 and 29, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims 7 and 8; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as claims 
7 and 8. 

As to claims 35 and 36, the limitations of the claims are the same limitation of 
claims 14 and 15; therefore, the claims are interpreted and rejected as set forth as 
claims 14 and 15. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A. Park et al (US 6,728,233) teaches processing packets data in mobile 
communication system. 

B. Freeburg et al (US 6,570,856) teaches method of handover between base 
stations in a wireless communication system. 

C. Anderson et al (US 2003/0012217) teaches channel type switching to a 
common channel base on common channel load. 



Application/Control Number: 10/038,184 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2683 

D. Tang et al (US 2002/0188753) teaches method and system for front end 
modular transmission control handoff design in a stream base transmission control 
protocol/internet protocol implementation. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANH C LE whose telephone number is 571-272-7868. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WILLIAM TROST can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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